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DETAILED ACTION 



This action is in response to the applicant 's response filed on 3/29/04. Claims 1- 
16, 18-27 are now pending in the present application. This action is made final. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the" should be 
changed to "a" in line 5 of the claim. Appropriate correction is required. 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted in application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 1-9, 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hronek (US Pat No. 6,564,055). 

Regarding claim 1, Hronek discloses a method for updating the memory (internal 
database) of mobile phones via over-the-air programming (OTAP) using SMS 
messages, wherein only those mobiles in the relevant geographical region need have 
their IRDB updated, and wherein the update is performed upon receiving an registration 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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notification message from the mobile, which would include all the claimed limitations 
(see entire document), wherein update information regarding service providers or 
Preferred Roaming List would read on a "first information" as claimed (see col. 6, lines 
33-46), only those mobiles in the relevant geographical region or having a particular 
subscription plan need to have their IRDB updated would read on "targeting a set of 
subscribers" as claimed (see col. 5, lines 1-6), the "registration notification message- 
would read on the "second information" as claimed (see col. 8, lines 12-38), and update 
information regarding system operator or service providers in SMS format would read 
on the "third information" as claimed (see col. 8, lines 33-38). 

Regarding claims 2-9, 13, they are rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 above. In addition, Hronek further discloses 

- converting first information to SMS message (see col. 8, lines 33-38) ; 

- comparing second information with a record in a concerned data base (see 
col. 9, lines 5-64); 

- a state of record (see col. 9, lines 59-64 and col. 12, lines 58-62); 

- retrieve message for a wait state record (see col. 6, lines 20-63 and col. 1 1 , 
lines 15-22) 

- assembling third information based on characteristics of the wireless device 
(see col. 9, lines 36-43); 

- third information is an SMS message (see col. 8, lines 33-38) ; 

- create an entry in a pending database as claimed (col. 1 1 , lines 55-57 and 
col. 12, lines 38-62); 
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Regarding claims 14-18, the claims are interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claims 1-9 above. 



Claim Rejections • 35 (JSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 10-12, 19, 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hronek. 

Regarding claim 10, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 above. In addition, although Hronek discloses the registration notice (second 
information) is sent using IS-41 signaling, it would have been obvious to one skill in the 
art to modify Hronek to use SS7 link in place of IS-41 as well, for utilizing advantages 
provided by SS7 such as flexibility and cost. 

Regarding claim 11, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 above. In addition, when the mobile user is roaming in another network and 
register with the roaming network, it is clear that such registration notice would be fed to 
the HLR via a signal transfer point (STP) as claimed (see col. 10, lines 16-24). 
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Regarding claims 12, 19, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claim 10 above. In addition, in order to receive registration notice, it is clear that a 
filter would obviously be used in order to filter registration messages from raw SS7 data. 

Regarding claims 20-24, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claim 1 above. In addition, although Hronek fails to disclose the centralized database 
of the HLR is organized into specific databases as claimed, it would have been obvious 
to one skill in the art to modify Hronek to organize databases into specific databases as 
claimed, for easy management. 

Regarding claims 25, 27, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claims 10, 12 above. 

Regarding claim 26, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 1 above. 

Conclusion 

5. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

703-872-9314 (for formal communications intended for entry) 
(for informal or draft communications, please label PROPOSED or DRAFT) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Due M. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-306- 
4531 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (9:30 AM - 5:00 
PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on 703-305-4385. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



May 14, 2004 



Due M. Nguyen 




